An agar plate system for biotyping isolates of Candida albicans was evaluated in four laboratories for 18 coded yeast isolates, each tested in triplicate on duplicate series of agar plates. The results showed that the biotyping system gave excellent intralaboratory reproducibility. However, because the concordance of data among laboratories was poor, the method must be regarded as suitable only for research applications and not for routine use.
In 1980 a system of tests designed to facilitate subspecies biotyping of Candida albicans was described by Odds and Abbott (9) . The system was subsequently extended and modified (10) and has been applied by several laboratories in studies of the epidemiology of C. albicans infections (1, (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15) .
In its modified form, the biotyping system involves tests that are performed on agar media in petri plates, with inocula delivered to the plates via a 60-point multiple-inoculating device. Nine tests serve to differentiate between C. albicans biotypes: these are tests for growth of an isolate at pH 1.40; production of proteinase; resistance to flucytosine, boric acid, and safranine; assimilation of urea, sorbose, and citrate; and tolerance to sait. One test, the ability of an isolate to grow at pH 1.55, serves to distinguish isolates of C. aicbwans from other Caindiidal species commonly encountered in clinical material. Four other tests-resistance of an isolate to tetrazolium salts, sodium periodate, and cetrimide and growth on MacConkey agar-may be used to provide preliminary evidence for identification of clinically important Candidal species.
To investigate the intra-and interlaboratory reproducibilities of the biotyping system, a collaborative study involving five laboratories, each in a different country, was set up. This paper reports the results of the study.
MATERIALS AND METHODS
Five laboratories initially participated in the survey. However, one laboratory departed significantly from the agreed study protocol, so the results from this laboratory are not included in the paper. The laboratories are identified in this report as laboratories A to D, with the letters randomly assigned. The laboratory at the University of Leicester was designated the initiating laboratory. Each 
